REMARKS 

Reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested. Applicants have 
attempted to address every issue in the Official Action dated October 8, 2004 (paper no. 
20040922) and believe the application is now in condition for allowance. 

As a preliminary matter, claim 1 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S. C. §112 as 
being indefinite. In particular, the Examiner rejects the term "bent". Applicant has amended 
the claim to delete the term "bent", and to more clearly define the invention as "said support 
portion and said handle structure are generally perpendicular to each other". Applicant 
submits that this rejection has been overcome, and notice to that effect is requested. 

Claims 1-5, 9-10, and 1 1-13 stand rejected under 35 U.S. C. §102 for being 
anticipated by Jones (U.S. Patent No. 2,490,305). Applicant has amended independent 
claims 1, 9 and 13 to specifically define the location of the receptor structure to be on the 
bottom portion of the compressor air tank, and submits that the amendments overcome the 
§102 rejection. 

With respect to the rejection of claim 1, the claim has been amended to recite, 
in part, "a compressor having an air tank and a receptor structure disposed on a bottom 
portion of said air tank, said receptor structure configured for engaging said retention 
formation." Similarly, with respect to claim 9, the claim has been amended to recite, in part, 
"a compressor including an air tank, said air tank having a bottom portion and a receptor 
structure disposed at said bottom portion..." and "a platform... having at least one lug 
configured for detachably engaging the receptor structure disposed at the bottom portion of 



6 



the air tank." Further, claim 13 was amended to recite, in part, "an air tank having a bottom 
portion" and "a receptor structure disposed on said bottom portion and configured for 
engaging the retention formation." Thus, in all independent claims, the location of the 
receptor structure is defined as being on the bottom portion of the compressor air tank. These 
amendments are supported by Figures 1-3 which show the receptor structure on the bottom 
portion of the air tank. 

Referring to Figures 1 and 5 of the reference, Jones discloses a dolly with a 
platform 8 where the compressor P and the compressor motor M are disposed on the 
platform. The compressor air tank 7, however, is not located on the platform 8, but is seated 
on metal straps 20 extending from the platform, and further, is secured with abutment 
members 35 and hooks 36. Jones does not disclose that the compressor air tank 7 has a 
receptor structure disposed on a bottom portion of the air tank, and further, does not suggest 
a receptor structure since the air tank is merely strapped onto the assembly with metal straps 
20 at a location remote from the platform 8. 

In the Office Action, the Examiner cites the receptor structure of Jones as the 
"flanged bottom of the compressor body having holes to receive the retention formation 
bolts". However, the receptor structure cited by the Examiner is disposed on the compressor 
P and the motor M, not the compressor air tank 7, as required by amended claims 1 , 9 and 1 3 . 
For at least the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that the §102 rejection is 
traversed. 
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Claims 6-7 and 17-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S. C. §103 for being 
unpatentable over Jones in view of Hung (U.S. Publication No. 2004/0096341), and claims 8 
and 14 stand rejected as being unpatentable over Jones in view of Hung, and further in view 
of Ralston (U.S. Patent No. 2,804,259). Since claims 6-7 and 17-18 depend from claims 1 
and 13, respectively, the §103 rejections are traversed for the same reasons as stated above 
with respect to their parent claims. 

Further, as a separate grounds of traversal of claims 8 and 14, Applicant 
submits that Ralston does not disclose a counterbore on the compressor, as required in 
depending claims 8 and 14. Instead, referring to Figure 4 of Ralston, the reference discloses 
a throughbore or pet cock 86 disposed on the bottom of the water separator 34 to release 
moisture in the air. According to the reference at col. 3, lines 65-69, "this is accomplished by 
the agitation of the air within the chamber 80 so that water released therefrom can 
accumulate in chamber 82 from which it can be released by opening the pet cock 86." Thus, 
the structure 86 is a throughbore which allows liquid release from the tank, while in the 
present invention, the recited structure is a counterbore which does not enable gas release 
from the tank. For at least the foregoing reasons, Applicant submits that the § 1 03 rejection is 
traversed, and notice to that effect is requested. 

Applicants submit that in view of the above-identified amendments and 
remarks, the application is now in condition for allowance, an indication of which is 
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respectfully requested. Should the Examiner discover there are remaining issues which may 



be resolved by a telephone interview, he is invited to contact Applicants' undersigned 
attorney at the telephone number listed below. 



January 10, 2005 

300 S. Wacker Drive - Suite 2500 
Chicago, Illinois 60606-6501 
Telephone: (312)360-0080 
Facsimile: (312)360-9315 
Customer No. 24978 



Respectfully submitted, 




T.aura R. Wanek 
Registration No. 53,737 
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